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Interview Summary 


Application No. 
08/822,778 


Appllcant(s) 


Indeck 


Examiner 

William J. Klimowicz 


Group Art Unit 
2754 



All participants {applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) William J. Klimowicz (3) 

14) 


(2) Michael Thomas (for Applicant) 


Date of Interview 


Sep 25, 1998 


Type: Kl Telephonic □ Personal (copy is given to □ applicant □ applicant's representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: □ Yes H No. If yes, brief description: 


Agreement □ was reached. [S was not reached. 
Claim(s) discussed: claims of record 


Identification of prior art discussed: 
Jeffers (US 4,908,724) 


Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments: 
Applicant alleges that one of ordinary skill in t h e art would not be able to modify the magnetic head of Jeffers (US 
4,908, 724) into a "thin film " ma gnetic hea d , although agreeing that there is an art recognized motivation for doing so 


(e.g., mass production of heads driving dow n costs), the resulting head structure would not result in the claimed 
invention. The Examiner maintains that t he only difference between THE CLAIMED INVENTION and Jeffers (US 
4,908, 724) is the fact that the c laimed invention recites a "thin film - head while Jeffers (US 4,908. 724) appears to only 
show a 'core-type - head T he Exa miner maintains that not only is there motivation in the art for producing thin- film 
heads (Applicant has concurred) , but that the modification of Jeffers (US 4,908,724) to thin film technology wr,u lrf r^^utt 
in the structure as recited in the invention AS CURRENTLY CLAIMED. The Examiner suggested language that m^7;i^ 
over the head of Jeffers (US 4,908, 724) as appli e d to thin film technology. No agreement was rea ched. 

it H'ill^^n'"'*^?' "^^^^^^y- f d 3 copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render 

rLtnL^p ' """5 f ''''I- "° amendents which would render ?he claims allowab e 

IS available, a summary thereof must be attached.) anuwauie 

1 . Kl It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, 
■^rl?!^^^!'^ paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary, A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO thf 

SectL?7l fn^.T" " '"'^ "^^^^ "^^'-'^^^ SUBSTANCE OF iTml^^^^fee MPEP 

i " '■ ^ response to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE mowtw 
FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIbJv. 

2. □ Since the Examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a complete response to 

each of the objections, rejections and requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the 
claims are now allowable, this completed form is considered to fulfill the response requirements of the last 
Office action. Applicant is not relieved from providing a separate record of the interview unless box 1 above. 
IS also cneckea. i\ . / A 

williamH. klimowicz 


Examiner Note: You m ust sign and stamp this form unless it Is an attachment to a signed Office action. ^'^Imlx^'^^^^^^ 
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